
HCI response to public consultation 
HCI welcomes the aims of the CAP Strategic Plan (CSP) to support the 
economic, environmental and social sustainability of rural areas. The inclusion 
of eco-schemes under Pillar 1 is an overdue measure and should be at a 
minimum of 25%, preferably at 30% to reflect the need to address climate 
change. 

Our comments on the proposed Intervention Outlines – 

Pillar I 
1. Definitions. Under agricultural area we would recommend including 

yellow flag Iris along with rushes, within the “permanent grassland” 
definition 
Eligible Hectare} “up to 30% features” is a long overdue amendment 
also. 
Active farmer} The minimum active farmer definition must take in 
account small areas of landholding, where highly specialized crops are 
grown, such as medicinal plants. 

2. Conditionality. 
Statutory Management Requirements, SMRs. The legislation in relation 
to SMRs must have more enforcement. 
Good Agricultural and Environmental Condition, GAEC. 
GAEC 2. DAFM should also consider definitions of flood plains, in view 
of climate change. 
GAEC 8. Crop rotation in arable land to include Hemp and Flax. 
GAEC 9. Include Hemp, Flax and other medicinal crops. 

3. Basic Income Support for Sustainability, BISS. 
BISS must include small landholdings, which are highly productive due 
to crop diversification. 

4. Complementary Income Support for Young Farmers, CIS-YF. 



Proposed Eligibility Conditions/Selection Criteria. Broaden out the                                                                              
qualifying education courses to include more 
biodiversity/horticultural/MAP qualifications. 

5. ECO-SCHEME. 
The inclusion of the eco-scheme under pillar 1 is welcomed. The opt in or 
out on an annual basis is worrying for the long-term impact of the 
scheme. 
This scheme should not be considered as double funding for organic 
farmers. 

6. Apiculture Programme. 
We recommend that for research actions that you include Hemp, Flax and 
MAPS, due to their attraction for bees. 

7. Sectoral Intervention in the fruit and vegetables sector. 
We recommend that you widen this sectoral intervention to include 
Hemp, Flax and MAPS, as recently committed to by DG Agri, EU 
Commission. 

8. Coupled Income Support for Protein Aid. 
We recommend that Hemp is included under this measure. 

9. Complementary Redistributive Income Support for Sustainability, CRISS 
Hemp Cooperative Ireland recommends the 10% redistribution be applied 
as a minimum. No derogation should be applied for. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 



Pillar II 
1) Agri-Environment Climate Measure, AECM. 

The only reservation that we have is to whom participates in the Local 
Project Team; will it incorporate local based knowledge and disruptive 
innovators through AKIS or will it adhere to old bureaucratic culture. It 
will need to be truly locally led. 

2) Agri-environment Climate Training. 
The specific training for the Agri-environment scheme delivered by 
DAFM must include training from NGOs based in this sphere. 

3) Organic Farming Scheme. 
Proposed Eligibility Conditions/Selection Criteria. Minimum area for 
Hemp, Flax and MAPs 0.4 Hectare. 

4) Areas Facing Natural Constraints, ANC. 
In view of climate change causing more flooding events, rates should be 
increased in high rainfall areas. 

5) Producer Organisations in beef and sheep sector. 
Proposed training should include governance training. 

6) Suckler Carbon Efficiency programme. No comment. 
7) Dairy Beef Welfare Scheme. No comment. 
8) Sheep Improvement Scheme, SIS. No comment. 
9) European Innovation Partnerships (EIP-AGRI) Operational Groups. 

Hemp cooperative Ireland totally embraces the EIP-AGRI model, when it 
operates in the three-phase approach. We were represented on two Focus 
Groups in 2019. 
The initial phase is a screening process which should not be by-passed as 
it puts applicants at great expense, in terms of time and money to produce 
a phase 2 type application. The expense of a phase 2 application is 
recognized in the CSP. We recommend removal of the following 
sentence, “It is worth noting that in certain situations a two-phase 
approach may also be utilized”. We deem this to be grossly unjust, due to 
previous experience. 
We welcome the new focusing on integrating the development of the 
bioeconomy at farm level along with the other areas identified. 

10) On-farm Capital Investment Scheme. 
Under the categories for the proposed structure, we recommend an 
additional category and that is for farm-scale equipment to develop the 
bioeconomy. We need equipment to develop the cultivation, harvesting 
and processing of Hemp, Flax and MAPS. We refer you to EIP-AGRI 
Focus Group 35; Plant based medicinal and cosmetic products. 



11) CPD for Advisors. No comment. 
12) Knowledge Transfer Programme. 

We totally approve of the development of the AKIS. 
 

13) LEADER programme.  
The LEADER programme is essential for rural development but has 
become overly bureaucratic and needs to be streamlined. 
The SBCI (Strategic banking corporation of Ireland) should provide low 
interest loans to communities and producer groups. 
 

KEY QUESTIONS TO BE ANSWERED. 
a) Capping at 66,000 Euro. 
b) Internal convergence greater than 85%. 
c) Minimum of 10% direct payments for redistribution. No 

derogation, and funding to farmers with less than 30 Ha. 
d) 25% 0f direct payments to eco-schemes as a minimum. 
e) The current system is unjust and counter-productive, as it penalises 

farmers who enhance biodiversity and the environment. 
f) The intervention to incentivize gender equality is, that there should 

be tailored farm machinery courses for women, as to make it easier 
for women to excel in this area. 

 

 

 


